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NIXON: Can he assume Taft’s mantle?............ (page 1) 
CHINA: Appeasement by mail... (page 1) 
ROCKEFELLER: Half-term Governor?...... (page 2) 
COURT: Frankfurter and the NAACP............ (page 2) 
LOUISIANA: Grass-roots revolt ..0.0.00.0.00....... (page 3) 


The New Nixon: The outstanding political development 
of the past week: Vice President Nixon has assumed the 
leadership of the Republican party. No competent ob- 
server in Washington challenges this fact, although 
many, because of discretion or other reasons, hesitate 
to afirm it publicly. 

Political scientists point out that the “new Nixon” 
role has long been inevitable because it fills the vacuum 
left by the sharp fall in Ike’s power and prestige. No one 
on Capitol Hill was surprised in the past few days to 
read public-opinion pollster Samuel Lubell’s frank re- 
port (in the Scripps-Howard chain) that the people at 
the grass roots talk about this sad situation constantly. 
“Things are in an uproar, but what is Ike doing? All 
you read about is that he’s playing golf.” So ran the 
refrain in Lubell’s country-wide opinion sampling. 

Hence, Nixon has burnt his bridges with the “mod- 
erates” and political neutralists and is on a junket of 
jousting, to rebuild the Republican party from the ruins 
left after the resignation of Sherman Adams, the Modern 
Republican hatchet man. An inspiring profile of a young, 
combative leader replaces that of a relaxed, golf-playing 
President. 

Nor are Nixon’s oratorical themes merely “party har- 
mony appeals.” His first speech on his tour, in Indiana, 
roused the editorial enthusiasm of the Chicago Tribune, 
significant of conservative Midwest opinion. Nixon 
launched attacks on the labor bosses, on the Democratic 
congressional spenders and on unsound fiscal thinking. 
This is Republicanism on the offensive with the best 
chance of affecting coming election’ results. 


The Vice President predicted “a wild spending binge 
by radical Democrats,” if the latter won. He said: “When 
you vote for more Democrats in the House and Senate 
you are voting to raise your taxes, cheapen your money, 
and to stifle the new investment and enterprise which 
means more jobs and progress.” As the Chicago Tribune 
commented: “The best chance of winning wavering 
voters back to the party is to impress them with what 
to expect if overwhelming Democratic majorities” result 
in Congress. This constitutes the reverse of “me-tooism.” 


@ The Vice President in his “new” role has the satis- 
faction of noting that the enemy cries “ouch.” The AFL- 
CIO, after some timorous hesitation, hit back at his 
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sound-economy — q Foaitaxce for-industry speech at 
Harvard. And the “liberal” press tried to put Nixon 
on the spot when he attacked the appeasers seeking to 
weaken our policy of defending Quemoy and Formosa 
(see story below). 

Shrewd watchers of the political scene have no illu- 
sions that Nixon in his new role is fighting solely the 
Democratic party. It becomes evident that he is also 
fighting to keep his leadership of the Republicans, to 
maintain his political future and to checkmate any 
political rivals in the GOP who might challenge his well 
staked-out claim for the nomination in 1960. 


HUMAN EVENTS learns from a reliable source in 
the high command of the New York GOP that the 
advisers of Nelson Rockefeller, GOP gubernatorial 
candidate in the Empire State, have rejected all sug- 
gestions that Nixon be invited to include New York 
in his speech-making tour of the country, 


Nixon, it is believed here, well knows this fact and it 
presumably has put him further on guard against the 
Rockefeller bid for power. It is obvious that, if Rocke- 
feller should win the Governorship in November, he 
would control the New York GOP delegation to the 
national convention and this delegation would play a 
decisive role in picking the 1960 GOP nominee for the 
Presidency. It is recalled that Governor Dewey, wielding 
the same power, dictated the choice of Ike against Taft 
in 1952; and it is noted that Dewey is behind the Rocke- 
feller Governorship bid this year. Old-timers here specu- 
late that, with Nixon appealing to the old Taft followers 
now, things may be shaping up to a repetition of the 
Taft-Ike battle in 1952. 


@ Thus, Nixon has to fight on two fronts. Evidence 
seems to point to the “new Nixon” veering to the right, 
to the followers of Taft. The Senator from Ohio. is 
dead, but one elder statesman of the right wing is very 
much alive—General Douglas MacArthur. On March 
10, 1958, Human Events reported that Nixon, on his 
own initiative, had a long talk with the General in the 
Waldorf. And the conservative, patriotic ideas which 
MacArthur offered to the young Vice President on that 
occasion bear a startling identity with the course and 
utterances of the “new Nixon.” 


State Department: Nixon scored sharply when he at- 
tacked an unnamed bureaucrat in the State Department 
for releasing unevaluated figures on mail to the Depart- 
ment in re the Formosa-Quemoy controversy. Around 
the town, it is widely rumored that Communist and 
“liberal” outfits have been flooding the State Depart- 
ment with a considerable volume of mail, calling for 
appeasement of the Chinese Reds. 


It is known that the Communists have boasted of 
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their ability to get 50,000 letters to the Government, on 
any subject, within a matter of 72 hours. For this rea- 
son, wise heads in Washington look for signs of spon- 
taneity in the mail, discount mimeographed sheets, form 
letters, duplicates, and letters bearing a marked similar- 
ity of structure or wording. The Capital is interested in 
individual letters that reflect deep and representative 
feelings of the people at large—not the sentiments of 
disciplined pressure groups. 


(Some indicators that the current influx is not spon- 
taneous: the Northern California “Committee for a Sane 
Nuclear Policy” is running newspaper ads saying “No 
War For Quemoy,” and containing a “clip-and-mail” 
form letter that urges a sellout to the Chinese Com- 
munists. United Press on September 27 took note of the 
incidence of mimeographed letters in the State Depart- 
ment’s mail, revealing the existence of an organized cam- 
paign.) 

Why the “unevaluated” release of mail statistics was 
made to the, press. has.not.been made, clear.At, any. rate,, 
its purport (opposed’ to the “defend Quemoy” policy) 
is directly the reverse of the White House mail, which 


is running two-to-one in favor of a stand against the 
Reds. 


As for Dulles being “undercut” by a subordinate, 
veterans on the Hill remark that the Secretary has only 
himself to blame. Nixon’s reference to “sabotage” by 
a State Department underling recalls the fact that 
friends of Dulles, since 1953, have repeatedly urged him 
to clean out the old Acheson-Truman stalwarts in the 
Department bureaucracy. But the Secretary has so far 
apparently failed to understand the problem and its 
solution. Capitol Hill speculates that the matter may 
take another turn—that Senator Eastland, head of the 
Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, may turn that 
group’s spotlight on the State Department in a manner 
reminiscent of the efforts of the late Senator McCarthy. 


Thunder on the Hudson: According to political ob- 
servers in New York state, voters are privately asking 
a very pointed question which may soon be aired in the 
press and on the hustings. It is directed at the compara- 
tively young Nelson Rockefeller, who is running for a 
four-year term in the State’ House i in Albany. ~ ‘i 


The question: will Rockefeller, if elected, fill out 
his full four-year term until 1962? If Rockefeller 
pledges “yes,” that would remove many complications 
from the GOP internal picture. If Rockefeller says 
“no,” or dodges the question, the implication will be 
that he simply wants the New York Governorship 
as a steppingstone to the White House. 


The same question, it is recalled, was fired at William 
F. Knowland at the start of his bid for the California 
Governorship. Knowland, characteristically, gave a flat 
and unequivocal “yes,” pledging himself to serve out his 
four-year term if elected. Many New York voters await 
a similarly frank affirmation from Rockefeller. 


@ Meanwhile, speculation grows apace that conserva- 
tive New Yorkers may split their ballots between Demo- 
crat Harriman and Representative Kenneth Keating, 
GOP Senatorial candidate. Respect for Keating was aug- 


NEWS 2 


mented greatly by his declaration last week that the Ys 
must not “knuckle under” to Red China. Keating 
lashed out at those proposing trade with Peiping, 4s 
well as at advocates of recognition. 


Labor Political Power: Reports from Maine about the 
magnitude of the labor bosses’ political activities on be- 
half of Democratic candidates there cast a pall over 
incautiously enthusiastic Republican workers. In the 
Pine Tree State, the press is running one report that the 
bosses spent about $250,000 in the recent campaign, 
which so badly routed the Republicans. But even the 
lowest estimates are ominous, if the labor bosses cop. 
tinue to throw such strength into other elections coming 
up this fall. 


According to the Bangor Daily News, labor opened up 
shop in Maine on April 24, when Mrs. Esther Murray, 
a top organizer from COPE (labor’s political action 
group) headquarters in Washington, arrived in Maine, 
Other boss-propelled organizers followed. Labor’s strategy 
called for at least two organizers ih” every Tabor ‘pfécinet” 
several TV shows, hundreds of TV and radio spots, 
widespread distribution of literature, phone campaigns 
and car pools on election day. COPE organized absentee 
ballot operations, set up car pools in all industrial areas, 
rented sound trucks, bought two special TV shows on 
the Sunday before election. 


Washington’s reaction to this picture: Business will 
have to hurry up and organize the same type of political 
action if it wants the labor bosses to go down in defeat 
in November. 


High Court: The Supreme Court’s unprecedented Little 
Rock decision last week—ruling on a case that had not yet 
come before it—has set legal minds buzzing in the 
Capital, and has further stoked the fires of resentment 
against the Court. In declaring illegal the transfer of 
Little Rock high schools to a private corporation, the 
justices decided a case which was still being heard by a 
lower tribunal, and which had not been argued at all 
before the High Court. The upshot of this unheard-of 





procedure is to fix the Court more than ever as an object | 


of angry attention and inquiry. 


-rInoparticula#r, Capital eyes are now focussed’on ‘Asso-' 


ciate Justice Felix Frankfurter, oldest sitting member of 
the Court. It has long been a current comment in Wash- 
ington that Frankfurter is the ruling power in the Court, 
and that he influences Chief Justice Earl Warren. (See 
“The Web of Warren,” by Frank C. Hanighen, in Hv- 
MAN Events for January 6, 1958.) In the current deci- 
sion, many profess to read the complete ascendancy of 
Frankfurter—a persistent advocate of total Federal 
supremacy—over Court and country alike. 


This apprehension takes on all the more significance 
in view of the disclosure, made last week by the New 
Bedford (Mass.) Standard-Times, that Frankfurter was 
at one time formally connected with the NAACP— 
chief plaintiff in the school segregation cases. In admit- 
ting the connection charged by the Standard-Times, 
Frankfurter alleged that he had never received financial 
remuneration for his services—a fact supposedly elimi- 
nating any “conflict of interest” on his part. 
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YOUR PINK SLIP IS SHOWING, MR. BROWN “C7 75 
r] PE . 
The Truth oe Knowland’s Opponent ReaD eOICay 
y OLIVER CARLSON “OM 


10s ANGELES—Edmund G. “Pat” Brown, who as- 
pires to be California’s next Governor, is fervently 
hoping that the moderate and conservative Demo- 
crats of this state have bought a myth. The myth is 
that Pat Brown, like them, is a moderate, slightly 
right-of-center Democrat. He looks like one. And 
before the numerous business and _ professional 
groups which he carefully cultivates, his speeches 
make him sound like one. 

Why is Brown’s “moderation” a myth? Let’s 
look at the record. And while we look, let’s bear 
in mind that with the rapidly worsening situation in 
the Far East, California is the most vital and sensi- 
tive state in all the West. Mao and Khrushchev are 
aware of the great concentration of aircraft, missile, 
electronic and chemical plants here, of our oil fields 
and refineries, of our great ports and airfields. They 
know, too—even if Pat Brown is unaware of it— 
that Communist party membership and concentra- 
tion in California is the second highest in the 
Nation. They know that Harry Bridges and Lou 
Goldblatt continue to boss the International Long- 
shoreman’s and Warehouseman’s Union, and hence 
control Pacific Coast shipping. They know there are 
powerful forces within the Democratic party of 
California who want to abandon Formosa and 
Chiang Kai-shek’s government to the mercy of the 
Reds; withdraw the Seventh Fleet; recognize Red 
China; admit her to the United Nations; and in 
general appease the USSR no matter what the cost 
to us or to the rest of the free world. 

Indicative of the advances made by these forces 
within the Democratic ranks is the proposal put for- 
ward, in this year’s state Democratic platform, that 
California repeal the “loyalty oaths still required 
of all public employees, of candidates.for public 
office, and for the use of public school property.” A 
further sign of where California Democrats are go- 
ing is the fact that the Young Democrats, in draft- 
ing their platform, came out for recognition of Red 
China and called for the immediate abolition of the 
House Un-American Activities Committee and the 
Senate Internal Security Subcommittee. 

One clear voice has stood out above all others 
warning of the danger of appeasing world com- 
munism—that of Senator William F. Knowland. 

But what of Pat Brown? For eight years now he 
has been the chief legal officer of the State of Cali- 
fornia. Prior to that he was District Attorney for 
San Francisco. For the past four years he has been 
commonly recognized as the undisputed leader of 
the state’s Democratic party. The following is his 
record on communism and Communists. 

One of the most successful Communist-front 
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organizations established in the middle 1930’s was 
the National Lawyers Guild. The San Francisco 
chapter was both large and vocal. Pat Brown, sens- 
ing its importance to a young man eager for acclaim 
and public office, joined up and remained a good- 
standing member until the beginning of World War 
II. Of course, the unwarranted attacks of the mighty 
USSR against little Finland in the late fall of 1939, 
followed by the Hitler-Stalin Pact of June 1940, 
made communism and its numerous front organiza- 
tions anathema to the American people. It was a 
very appropriate time to get out. And Brown did. 


HREE YEARS LATER we were in the war, an ally 

of Soviet Russia. The Communists and their 
fellow travelers, who shortly before had denounced 
President Roosevelt as a warmonger, did a quick 
about-face when the Nazis invaded Russia. Many 
front organizations—including the National Lawyers 
Guild—blossomed forth stronger than ever. Under 
the circumstances, an eager-beaver lawyer with 
political aspirations would join up. This is exactly 
what Pat Brown did. In fact, he became so active 
that he was elected its vice president. 

By 1946 Stalin had lowered the Iron Curtain over 
Eastern Europe. The Cold War was on. Communist 
spies and secret agents were uncovered all over the 
world, including the United States. The order went 
out from Moscow that Communists everywhere 
must openly declare their loyalty to the Soviet 
Union. American public opinion once more became 
alarmed at Communist infiltration in schools, mo- 
tion pictures, labor unions and professional organ- 
izations. From New York to Los Angeles the duped, 
the timid and the opportunists joined in a mass exo- 
dus from Communist-dominated organizations. So, 
apparently, did Brown, who claimed to have just dis- 
covered that the National Lawyers Guild was domi- 
nated by the Reds. And, if Brown denounced the 
Communists at that time it must have been sotto 
voce, for he continued to get favorable mention in 
the Communist People’s World all through 1946. 


In February, 1945, District Attorney Brown of 
San Francisco actively supported a move to grant 
United States citizenship to Harry Bridges. He 
denounced moves by the US Immigration Depart- 
ment to have Bridges deported to his native Aus- 
tralia as “a threat to industrial peace.” Thanks to 
the good work of Pat Brown and his friends, 
Harry Bridges is now an American citizen, and 
still heads the potent Longshoreman’s Union. 


When, in 1946, Brown ran for the first. time as 
Democratic candidate for Attorney General, he was 
formally. endorsed by the following organizations, 
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all of which were Communist-infiltrated or domi- 
nated at that time: Hollywood Independent Citizens’ 
Committee of Arts, Sciences and Professions; Na- 
tional Citizens’ Political Action Committee; CIO 
Council of California; United Committee for Politi-. 
cal Action; Conference of Studio Unions. 

Always ready to make a speech. he addressed 
many an organization of dubious origin. According 
to the People’s World for June 17, 1946, he was one 
of the speakers at a big Los Angeles rally under the 
auspices of a commie front, the “Mobilization for 
Democracy.” The People’s World of November 7, 
1945 also listed Brown as a committee member for 
the banquet honoring the “American Youth for 
Democracy,” a well-known Communist front. 

The heart and center of Communist indoctrination 
for all of Northern California was the “California 
Labor School” at San Francisco. Here were trained 
the young professional revolutionists for their work 
in mass organizations. Here artists, writers and en- 
tertainers were taught how to turn their talents to 
the use of communism. The documentation which 
now exists upon that school would fill volumes. But 
when, in November, 1946, the chairman of the Sen- 
ate Committee on Un-American Activities in Cali- 
fornia called upon District Attorney Brown of San 
Francisco to assist in an investigation of the Cali- 
fornia Labor School, Brown refused. 


I N 1950 Pat Brown was the only Democrat to be 
elected to a major state office. He became At- 
torney General. He was the legal arm of the state. 

During the past eight years, state and congres- 
sional investigation committees have conducted in- 
numerable probes on subversives and subversive 
movements in this state. Certainly it was the duty 
of the Attorney General and his staff to assist in 
this work. But while Brown found it expedient, 
from time to time, to sound off against the dangers 
of communism in general, he was strangely reluctant 
to do anything about it in California. His office sup- 
posedly has a special division devoted to checking 
on subversive activities here, but I have searched 
in vain to find out what it has done in the past eight 
years. It appears to be completely dormant. 

Such vagaries, it should be noted, are not “ancient 
history’”—events confined to the past of a decade 
or so ago. The most amazing development out of 
Pat Brown’s office took place just this year—in 
April, 1958—when the Attorney General sent out 
to the leading Peace Officers of California, (Sheriffs, 
Police Chiefs, etc.) an official booklet prepared and 
printed by the Justice Department of California, 
Division of Criminal Law and Enforcement, en- 
titled: “Guide to Community Relations for Peace 
Officers.” 

In this official document, prepared under the di- 
rect guidance of Assistant Attorney General Emmet 
Daly, and with the official blessing of the Attorney 
General himself, is a bibliography of selected books, 
pamphlets, and audio-visual aids designed to give the 
Peace Officers of California a thorough understand- 
ing of the many aspects of minority groups. The 
idea is a splendid one—except for one thing: That 
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bibliography is a loaded list—loaded with books 
and pamphlets by authors well known for thei 
Communist or pro-Communist affiliations. 

Here for police officers to study at the recom. 
mendation of the Attorney General are works by: 


GENE WELTFISH. Social anthropologist. She is probably 
best remembered for her public speeches during the Koreay 
War when she insisted that our troops had used germ war. 
fare, as charged by the Chinese Communists. She took an 
active part on a host of Communist-front organizations. She 
was one of the signers of the statement in defense of Ger. 
hart Eisler, notorious agent of the Communist Internationa] 
in the United States. One of her pamphlets, The Races of 
Mankind, which the Attorney General recommends, wag 
barred from use by the War Department because its de. 
clared aim was to create racial antagonism. 

FRANZ BOAS AND RUTH BENEDICT (both deceased). Social 
anthropologists. Boas’ record as an active supporter of Com. 
munist causes goes back at least to 1931. Ruth Benedict was 
a close co-worker with Gene Weltfish. All their writings 
which are recommended are given a pro-Communist slant, 

MAXWELL S. STEWART. Author and editor. Identified as 
sponsor or active participant in at least 36 Communist-front 
organizations. At one time editor of “Soviet Russia Today.” 

Dr. E. FRANKLIN FRAZIER. Negro sociologist. The files of 
the House Committee on Un-American Activities contain 18 
citations of Frazier’s connections with Communist causes in 
the United States. His book was highly praised in the Com. 
munist press and literary journals when it first appeared in 
1949. 

CAREY MCWILLIAMS. Editor and writer. Three of his books 
are included in the recommended bibliography. McWilliams 
is at present editor of The Nation. In 1929 he was one 
of the attorneys for “Amtorg,” the official Soviet trading 








organization in the United States. He was also a leading | 
member of the National Lawyers’ Guild at the same time | 


Pat Brown belonged to it. All three of his books on Brown's 
recommended list have been highly praised by the Commvu- 
nist press. 


Space does not permit me to cite the many other 
well known pro-Communists whose books or pam- 
phlets are likewise recommended reading for Cali- 
fornia peace officers. Had this reading list been 
loaded—for example—with racist literature, you 
can be sure there would have been a hue and cry 
from Oregon to the Mexican border. 


How did it happen that Brown and his staff | 


issued such a slanted list of readings? Was it inten- 
tional? Was it due to carelessness? Or was it stu- 
pidity? Whatever the reason—and I hope Brown 
gives us the answer—the responsibility is his. 

If, in the face of the record I have cited above, 
moderate California Democrats think Pat Brown 
is the kind of a man they want for Governor, 
Heaven help them—and us! Of course he’s no Com- 
munist; he’s just an opportunist whose pink slip is 
showing. 


Oliver Carlson is a well-known writer on political subjects. 
The author of many books, he has contributed frequently to 
such magazines as The Freeman and Reader’s Digest. 


—-------—~— ORDER BLANK 


HUMAN EVENTS, 408 First Street, SE, Washington 3, D. C. 
Send me reprints of ‘“‘YOUR PINK SLIP IS SHOWING, 


C) Payment enclosed CD Bill me 


Additional copies of this 2-page Article: single copy 15¢ (coins not 
stamps); 15 copies $1; 35 copies $2; 125 copies $5; 300 copies $10; 
1,000 copies $20. In 5,0CO lots $15 per thousand. Unless otherwise 
ordered, reprints are sent by fourth-class mail, which takes ten days to 
two weeks for delivery. For first-class mail delivery of 2-page articles, 
add Yac per copy; for airmail, add Ic per copy. 


Enter my subscription [] 5 weeks for $1 


C1) 1 year for $11 


c---- eS ee eee) 


he ce es er ee cee ce ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 





Ww 
ists, AP 
politic! 
of a na 


what 











OCTOBER 6, 1958 








ie Com- 
ared in 


'S books 
Tilliams 
aS one 
trading 


leading | 
1e time | 


3rown’s 
yommu- 


other 
pam- 
Cali- 
been 
. you 
id. ery 


staff 
inten- 
t stu- 
3rown 


ibove, 


srown ¢ 


ernor, 
Com- 
slip is 


bjects. 
ntly to 








Vol. XV, No. 40 


HUMAN EVENTS 


October 6, 1938 





Article Section II 





THE ISSUE IS NOT QUEMOY 


By Witu1amM Henry CHAMBERLIN 


ee HY DIE for Quemoy?” has become the 

W theme song of an assorted group of defeat- 
ists, appeasers, anti-anti-Communists, pacifists and 
politicians who hope to make political capital out 
of a national crisis in foreign policy. At first hearing 
the slogan sounds plausible. Why should American 
lives be risked for a rocky islet off the South China 
coast? 


But the issue is not Quemoy. It is not even the 
larger island of Formosa, or Taiwan. It is a ques- 
tion of supreme moral and political significance— 
whether the great Communist empires of the So- 
viet Union and China, working together on a 
squeeze play basis, can take what they want by 
force and violence and intimidate the United 
States into running away from or evading its 
voluntarily assumed treaty obligations to an ally. 


The emptiness of the appeasers’ question becomes 
even clearer if one remembers the day in April, 
1861, when Confederate guns fired on Fort Sumter. 
If anyone in the North at that time asked, “Why 
fight for Fort Sumter?— it’s indefensible anyway,” 
his voice has been lost to history. For there was 
general realization, North and South, that the firing 
on Sumter was not the cause, but the occasion of 
what William Seward, Lincoln’s Secretary of State, 
called the irrepressible conflict. What was at stake 
was not the immediate possession of a little island 
off the coast of South Carolina, but the big ques- 
tions of secession and slavery. 

Just 20 years ago the British and French Govern- 
ments, undoubtedly representing the feelings of the 
majority of their peoples, decided that it was better 
to let Hitler annex the predominantly German- 
speaking Sudetenland areas of Czechoslovakia than 
to risk war by refusing his demand. Neville Cham- 
berlain thought he had brought back from Munich 
“Peace in our time.” 


A French publicist, later an active figure in the 
Vichy regime, Marcel Déat, expressed the Munich 
mood in a phrase that acquired considerable circu- 
lation in France before the outbreak of the war: 
“Why die for Danzig?” 


Now every rational human being would agree 
that war, especially in this age of weapons of mass 
destruction, is a very terrible evil. If it were possible 
to designate any single sacrifice, short of honor and 
liberty, that would guarantee permanent peace, that 
sacrifice would probably be worth making. But the 
joker in appeasement, in giving the aggressor what 
he wants for the sake of peace, is the joker involved 
in submitting to blackmail. The blackmailer always 
comes back for more. So does the aggressor. 
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Hitler was not interested in the Germans of Aus- 
tria, the Sudetenland or Danzig, except as cannon 
fodder for new seizures of territory, new conquests 
of non-German peoples. The Chinese Communist 
leaders and Soviet dictator Khrushchev—the latter 
in a communication so insulting and truculent, so 
full of “inadmissible threats” that long-suffering 
President Eisenhower ordered its summary rejec- 
tion—have made it brutally clear, to all but the in- 
curably blind, deaf and dumb, that they will not be 
satisfied with the cession of the Quemoy and Matsu 
island groups. 

These are mere steppingstones to the conquest of 
Taiwan. Should we tear up our treaty with the 
Chinese Nationalist Government, as Khrushchev in- 
solently demanded, how long would it be before 
we were faced with another Peiping-Moscow squeeze 
play, aimed at Japan, the Philippines, Korea, Viet- 
nam? Appeasement is merely surrender on the in- 
stallment plan. It is a one-direction downward slide 
in national power and prestige. 


HOSE AMERICANS who have accepted with little 

thought the arguments of the “Why Die for 
Quemoy” chorus, with Dean Acheson, ex-Senator 
Herbert Lehman and Walter Lippmann as cheer- 
leaders, should seriously consider the evidence for 
the following propositions: 


@ First, the occasion of a conflict is seldom the 
basic cause of the conflict, and it is deceptive and 
misleading to identify the two. 


@ Second, a territorial concession that might be 
admissible in free, give-and-take negotiation may be 
as disastrous as a lost battle or campaign if it is 
extorted by force or threat of force. 


@ Third, war has rarely, if ever, been averted by 
one-sided retreat. 


Both the Truman and the Eisenhower Adminis- 
trations have clearly renounced the idea of using 
force to upset the status quo in Communist-ruled 
countries, even when the appeal to our hearts and 
consciences was agonizing, as in the case of the 
heroic Hungarian uprising. If to this doctrine of 
nonintervention in countries behind the iron curtain, 
we add the doctrine of running away when the Com- 
munists begin to show their teeth in some new 
project of aggression, it is easy to foresee a time 
when the world balance of power will have shifted 
decisively in favor of the totalitarians. 


Winston Churchill wrote in his war memoirs: 
“Tf you will not fight for the right when you can 











easily win without bloodshed; if you will not fight 
when your victory will be sure and not too costly; 
you may come to a moment when you will have to 
fight with all the odds against you and only a pre- 
carious chance of survival. There may even be a 
worse case. You may have to fight when there is 
no hope of victory, because it is better to perish 
than to live as slaves.” 

It is argued by the appeasement-minded that 
Quemoy and Matsu are indefensible, that they are 
of no value to the defense of Formosa, that they 
“belong” geographically to mainland China and 
that their defense can be dissociated from that of 
Formosa. Every one of these contentions is false 
and fallacious. 

Quemoy has already held out for more than a 
month without any direct American aid. Gibraltar, 
which has a somewhat similar position off the main- 
land coast of Spain, once successfully withstood a 
siege of four years. Quemoy and Matsu in Nation- 
alist hands are valuable lookout points and advance 
bases for the protection of Formosa; while they are 
in this status it would be most difficult for the 
Chinese Reds to fit out invasion flotillas in the ports 
nearest Formosa, Amoy and Foochow. The whole 
picture would, of course, change very much for the 
worse if they were taken by storm or given up. 

As for the idea, which seems to be especially 
popular in Great Britain, that Red China has some 
kind of moral or legal claim to the offshore islands, 
this is not compatible with the nature of civil war. 
In such a situation the occupation title of one side 
is as good as that of the other. It can certainly be 
assumed that the handing over of any territory to 
the Chinese Reds would be against the will of the 
Chinese civilian population affected. Three quarters 
of the Chinese prisoners taken in Korea, holding out 
against months of badgering, cajolery, threats to 
their families by spokesmen for the Communist 
regime, preferred to go to Formosa, rather than re- 
turn to their native country. When the Tachen Is- 
lands were evacuated in 1955 almost the whole na- 
tive population opted for resettlement in Formosa. 
The precise vote was 18,505 for leaving, 19 for 
staying. 


N 0 MATTER how much sophistry may be expended 
to prove the contrary, the fate of Formosa will 
almost certainly be determined by the fate of Que- 
moy and Matsu. The consequences for Chinese Na- 
tionalist morale of having a large part of their 
armed forces destroyed, or even forced to withdraw 
from outposts of high strategic and moral value, 
would be catastrophic. It would create in Formosa 
an atmosphere of helpless pessimism in which a 
coup on the model of what happened in Iraq in 
July might take place, thereby depriving the United 
States of an unsinkable aircraft carrier and giving 
the Communist axis an excellent airplane and sub- 
marine base on the lines of communication between 
Japan and the Philippines. 

Critics of the firm policy which the Administration 
has announced, but not yet implemented, lament 
that Quemoy and Matsu are an “unfavorable” bat- 
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the author of many books, including America’s Second Cru- 
sade (Regnery). His most recent contribution to HUMAN 
EVENTS was “The Power to Destroy,” September 8, 1958. 
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But financial remuneration, it is noted, has never been 
one of Frankfurter’s chief incentives. Rather, he has pre- 
ferred to take his reward in terms of power—in seeing 
his protégés placed in various strategic spots throughout 
the Government and in influential organizations. Thus 
Frankfurter’s commitment to the NAACP cause cannot 
be judged by the absence of financial rewards. He would 
have been more than content simply to see the NAACP 
following a course prescribed by himself, to assuage what 
John T. Flynn has called his “yearning to exercise power 
from the sidelines’—‘“to shape affairs anonymously.” 


Inside the White House: Recent Presidential ap- 
pointments, according to inside observers, reflect a head- 
on collision between conservatives and “liberals” within 
the Administration. Professor Malcolm Moos, the Presi- 
dent’s new speech-writer, is well-known in the Capital 
as an out-and-out New Dealer, considerably to the left 
of the banished “‘modern,” Arthur Larson. 

Rated a “toss up” is Henry C. Wallich, appointed to 
serve as assistant to Secretary of the Treasury Anderson. 
Wallich is a “new conservative” professor from Yale, 
viewed as a lukewarm Keynesian inclined toward laissez 
faire policies. 

Expressing a more explicit conservative tendency are 
two other recent appointments, that of General Wilton 
Persons, to succeed Sherman Adams, and that of Don 
Paarlberg, formerly with the Department of Agriculture, 
to succeed economic adviser Gabriel Hauge. Both of 
these men, according to Washington information, should 
be improvements over their predecessors. 

Persons was the favorite candidate of Capitol Hill to 
move into Adams’ spot (see Human Events for July 
21, 1958), and is known to have the approval of powerful 
Senate GOP leader Styles Bridges (N.H.). Paarlberg is 
liked by conservative elements who followed his career 
in the Agriculture Department. Those who have heard 
him speak say that, under Benson’s aegis, he talked like 
an “aggressive conservative,” firmly committed to an 
economy free of Government controls. 


Cuba: Subject of frequent speculation in after-hours 
talk in the Capital is the relationship of The New York 
Times and some other influential newspapers to the 
Cuban insurrection led by Fidel Castro: Often ‘noted ‘is 
the extensive and benevolent coverage lavished on the 
rebel leader by the Times, and the ready access that its 
reporters and photographers seem to have to Castro’s 
supposedly “secret” hideout. a 
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Congressman Mendel Rivers (D.-S.C.), just prior to 
the end of the recent session, gave vent to his indigna- 
tion at the Times’ cordial behavior toward Castro—even 
after he had kidnapped American personnel. 


“Has The New York Times,” Rivers asked, “ever dis- 
approved of the kidnapping of United States servicemen 
and citizens? Does The New York Times forget that 
kidnapping in the United States is a Federal offense 
punishable by death? Is not the . . . editorial policy 
of The New York Times piling problems upon the United 
States Armed Forces responsible for the defense of the 
Caribbean? Is not The New York Times willingly or un- 
wittingly conforming to the policy of Russia to create 
strife, diversions and distractions to United States mili- 
tary commanders, in this very important part of our 
hemispheric defense of the Caribbean and the Americas?” 


How They Win in Dixie: “Add left-wingers on the 
run—Governor Earl Long of Louisiana.” That’s the 
reading’ giver ‘to~the~upsetvictory last’ ‘week’ of cor-' 
servative Democrat Harold McSween, in Louisiana’s 
Eighth Congressional District, over a hand-picked Long 
candidate (see HuMAN Events for September 22, 1958). 
McSween, who will now assume his seat in Washington 
unopposed, ran on a program backing states’ rights, op- 
posing foreign-aid giveaways, and demanding a reduc- 
tion in taxes. (As in most districts in the South, a pri- 
mary victory is equivalent to election. McSween will 
have no GOP opponent in November.) 


In an attempt to promote his candidate, welfare- 
stater Long laid his own prestige on the line, took the 
stump against McSween. Result: McSween, who had 
been rated an underdog, trounced his opponent by 8,000 
(out of 60,000) votes. 


Commented Managing Editor Adras LaBorde of the 
Alexandria Town Talk (largest paper in the district): 
“There is hope that there is actually a majority of 
voters in this district who have come to realize that 
a return to conservatism, to constitutional government, 
is necessary if we are going to retain the character- 
istics that distinguish this great Nation from any 
other on earth... ” . 


Far East: The rush of events confirms the judgment— 
reported in Human Events for September 8, 1958— 
that the fate of Formosa will ride upon what happens to 
Quemoy. If Quemoy is sold out, it is feared, Formosa’s 
defenders will be so demoralized that the larger island 
could not long prevail. 


This being so, many in the Capital wish that the Ad- 
ministration would make crystal clear to the people 
the crucial importance of holding Formosa as an outpost 
for the defense of America. They recommend to the at- 
tention of US policy-makers the masterful analysis of 
General Douglas MacArthur, which he prepared as a 
message to the 1950 Convention of the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars. This address, suppressed at the last min- 
ute by the Truman Administration, states in no uncer- 
tain terms the vital significance of Formosa for American 
defense. 


“As a result of its geographic location and base po- 
tential,’ MacArthur said, “utilization of Formosa by a 
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military power hostile to the United States may either 
counterbalance or overshadow the strategic importance 
of the central and southern flank of the United States 
front-line position. Formosa in the hands of such a hostile 
power could be compared to an unsinkable aircraft car- 
rier and submarine tender ideally. located to accomplish 
offensive strategy and at the same time checkmate de- 
fensive or counteroffensive operations by friendly forces 
based on Okinawa and the Philippines.” 


MacArthur added: “Nothing could be more fallacious 
than the threadbare argument by those who advocate 
appeasement and defeatism in the Pacific that if -we 
defend Formosa we alienate continental Asia. Those who 
speak thus do not understand the Orient. They do not 
grasp that it is the pattern of Oriental psychology to 
respect and follow aggressive, resolute and dynamic lead- 
ership—to quickly turn from a leadership characterized 
by timidity or vacillation—and they underestimate the 
Oriental mentality.” 


@ The Quemoy encounter, say students of the Far 
East, has exposed Red China as a “paper tiger,” torn 
by internal fears of insurrection, unable to depend upon 
its enslaved people. As syndicated columnist Joseph 
Alsop observed last week: 


cc 


. there are many reasons, convincing to any- 
one not absolutely stultified by the odd mystique of 
Chinese communism, for suspecting the existence of a 
moral-political crisis inside China. This would be auto- 
matically reflected in the armed forces. There are 
signs to confirm this suspicion, too. Quite possibly, for 
instance, the Communist pilots are ill-trained because 
they are not trusted with enough fuel for long flights.” 


Vade Mecum for GOP: Politicos in Washington urge 
political workers in the field to study organized labor’s 
procedures for getting out the vote. In some states the 
bosses get the board of elections to put registration 
booths at factory gates. They conduct contests between 
union locals to register 100 per cent of their votes. 


Conservatives, it is remarked, have developed no 
similar methods of pressuring people to go to the polls. 
They usually rely upon the enthusiasm of volunteer 
workers—an approach that cannot always be counted 
upon. 


In 1956, one “professional” technique developed by 
conservatives bore fruit in the renomination campaign of 
Representative Ralph Gwinn. It was worked out by 
Harold J. Kiley (address: 4619 Richardson Avenue, New 
York, N.Y.), who set up a battery of telephones in a key 
spot in Gwinn’s district and put a force of women to 
work on them. (If possible, he says, in making such 
arrangements, organizers should pay the workers, even 
if the amount of pay is small. Volunteers, no matter 
how enthusiastic, have a habit of going out for a coffee- 
break and not coming back.) Supervision is vital to 


prevent the group from gossiping rather than telephon- 
ing. 


The most important instruction to the canvasser is 
never, never, never to argue with the voters at the other 
end of the phone. No converts are made over the tele- 
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phone—certainly not by inexperienced “election sale 
people.” The moment a voter indicates disagreemen 
the phone worker must terminate the conversation: 
“That is your privilege Mrs. Brown, thank you, good. 
bye.” Time is of the essence. The important mission 
is to reach the maximum number of people with y 
courteous but firm appeal. 








Kiley says the phone conversations ran, in substance. 
as follows: “Mrs. Brown? I am calling you about Cop. 
gressman Gwinn. The Gwinn for Congress Committe 
urges you to vote next Tuesday for Congressman Gwinn, 
Ralph Gwinn votes right and he is one of the ablest me, 
in Congress . . . Please vote for him and get you 
friends to vote for him. This district needs Ralph Gwin, 
in Congress.” 

If the voter said he had other things to do than to 
vote on Tuesday, the telephoner replied: “Congressman 
Gwinn will lose if you and your friends do not vote next 
Tuesday. He needs your support and he needs the sup. 
port of every good American.” 


If the voter asked how Gwinn voted on a certain 
issue, the answer was: “I'll make a note to send youa 
leaflet, about Mr. Gwinn’s record.” Callers closed with: 
“Thank you, Mrs. Brown. We hope you'll vote for our 
great Congressman.” 


Education: A report released last week by the Na- 
tional Education Association—the result of a nation- 
wide conference on talented students—gives new and 
clear-cut evidence that the educationists plan to press 
at every opportunity for stronger programs of “guidance 
and counseling” in the public schools. Confirming fore- 
casts contained in past issues of HuMAN Events, the 
conference recommended “a rigorous counseling program, 
with guidance based on aptitude and/or intelligence tests 
and school records.” 


The opening vista of “rigorous” counseling is an un- 
pleasant one to conservatives, who fear (on the basis of 
substantial evidence) that current guidance programs, 
while advertised as “aptitude” or “intelligence” tests, 
are actually designed to condition school children towards 
collectivism and “togetherness.” (See “Guided Minds: 
The Promise and the Threat,” by Emily Cuyler Ham- 
mond, in HumaAN Events for June 9, 1958.) 
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S. WALTER STAUFFER, Member of Congress, 19th District, Penna.: 
“I find Human Events very helpful in appraising the various events and hap- 
penings in Washington, and also in keeping me informed on what is sometimes 


called, ‘the news behind the scenes.’ I look forward to reading your letter each 
week.”’ 
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